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REMARKS 



Appat.apts T ct. Cot aeop='<.Li>.Hia j end" duawo ia ^ie\s * ' .he o ^er, ^v\\s to l w 
e\vns t ic *o ,owi. iou^o v bji s 1, - 5, ^ '5 13 22, 2 ^ are 28 44 ,rc pe^d^a, 
\ x sth <~ iWii 1 , 1 \ 2 1 a \t +i N Scm^j "idcpci u( r< V> vv. ri^ + toi 1 .> »oor ac u d 



Rejections Vadu 35 I .S.C. 101 

^\>]olI L.it^" I" p.ofe aka- v a ??, 4 ^'kiS k'^o^ivV oncvu., anc* alible 

result. 

\\ arro'Ves rdoperaler; clam 40 .eones '^uod^visg oa'ar-isoi"-^ oip< . tN vcen^y 
-Killer Iv^tJ he ce c.n\s\. <c\i$ id . a? . c v adu s'uu i t ' *\rpj< aut^ sub x, t i a. tae 
; p t«t w^ii *o > ^ T r 4 U p» educes « ascfu cortctet.'. 3i<d : ag'bie las -a in tl t s an - tr.an <r c s 
v r\c r,\arj\u .5 1 4'ge>,:jfj<i ' tcCM'ch\\f*\ v/' si oje^ riaUe? Lt-.afo.e \p"\ aupa-> 

s^t, t uu; ta. ^rcxlirc \ to v.a n - v dud cs;>cs aa of + l v tv»r rc^s »a sou t >»J c, 'a;, if ax'u 
'Ofpt'^'tal y ue^est ^VvXv^Jeiahe 0 oi'u s> ' v ">Gta*\<i o t'v i^e^e'i 

^ ^.^^ ^ A!^ . A . . . ^. f 1 . r. . . 1 1 rr. > > ^. y.^^^Mf '1^. ^ 

TLino L 1 K 2", 3-+-5C arc 4" } ascb^cn Kjc-^k d order MjSC N l 1 ", lj.st 
pa\jL x*p{ , fdi ni; to co op 1 ) w? h ^ ^ v\^rtte ,, ikscMp' tv\]s '.'mo"; > } dit>. «r cLm^s " 

1,2. .nJ 40 o:o v ?a io ri c ^ anv ^. anV^s a^tu \>s ^vjf!U ai^ a^u'jwos 

co.r^iu^^at^r ec.av anc 1 a 1 1\ \\ ndov r^-tJ fo. dc c^r^irg t*ir f c r a r cs un ' is 

xvps - /it \%xtK J\ i -.pcui^iit-or CiaL^s ,1i "* i, * *-"*(.■> apd *0 -jm ^ee' ^Pie^icd 
■\"p uapts saaa\l J v as e,di/r> 1 ^ 21, ^t-3o. aod «U <i3r- ^ slen? svfa a?e "ptc. ,t .it or ano 
^aa sapptri ih'oi^boi t >'ie sjjtcJ'h o'ao'i, foj t'i> t a\">lc, at p\l\ 3 . 'k 2 . JToa-'a p^go t> sr-. 1 JS 

Hc|^grcft> I acie* 35 I'.S.C. ^132, Sec^^d Fas^^pfe 
l N a m 21 ;i>.s "jct;j jc'fctcu . a.k; ^ L ^ C - 11 2 ^eond p a t, .^ be jve:s ]te 
{ti^.v"*.cpla 'be i ir.aiucn o, \\ ;uur ip<t i^Uon? A ci ca«s \; a ro'i autc, > nod v >■ d to 
. u t> \ jcsor' ar^CL^^^r. "a. *- ^ (^'oar 2 1 has hetr ^ tjjdcd Piao.t. nb/^ep a^e p-n>~p\^ 
> \i o^HAON a corrn v 4u <■ wo'^ ,ra<hlv * App ,%.<a i? -uh T ir'' h h< v ta„ t ]raoPuipo f ^ f o t. aau 2 i 



< (.Ureses a-\ iA the FxaninurV <>n,cuiat*.u concerns real leMxctial > roquet te^onsukLCion and 
ivrhjrj^al of "he ^echen. 

C'lmms 1. 2-5. 9-12. I s :. 18-22. 25. 2S-33, and 37-JOha\c Kvr -cc-oieJ urdei ^ v ,S C 
'> lu5(aj as being unpaJemable over Smith {I, S Patent No. o,5 > 02.21 1 ^} n mo>x <if itodson 
in. l.Kois e* a . Skew Deieebun and Compe n>a;soii fur Internet VuUk> -\np:icatJOi:s, IOMB 2\"Ak 
=nl> 2<AA \ sjL ?\ 

As amended, independent ekinn i recites * ntetboj fo: chisannt. Liicae> management si: a 
u al-tsme vectronv conftnurnea^o-n that snUtioe^., imc r a L a, seieetnv a in k v >udow deih-.ed 
ha^cd *>u a tine peccary captive a complete t.yUe o? fiactuaLon 1 ; m ,t re^\eig buiic-' 
eekrrrmniig j. wc-rtvinj. range fur a s.orn<nan:cation oelax >-n ircasiairg and an. 1\7,i-g dv.I:i^ 
cxpe^enced dnrmg the selected ti:rse w indovx Applicants respectfully leuates reconsideration 
?'sC ^ ishdra\\aj on reject'on of airxmLd mdependeu eiami . because neb ler vunh, i^dsor. 
s a propt-i eofiannatson >n~ the two, eese^re^ or snggeV^ a? lea^f the^e ftatn es 

Specifically, N;n,lh Ji.Si.nbes an adept:\ c <nter buffer niauu.w that ec-imines wbctoei 
charges in nttei bsiffei si/v.- ~;id abgniruit crv dtsira-ve .rid implements "he e > inge.-> by <d : e~in 
Lit. pner buffei raid adjusting ,\peed „oni:ol Sot* col 5. bne.-. 22-2e. fht, jstie bisiYei runagei oa 
Smith manager tbe nitct buffer hv (.aleidat nji the x a: sane e of packet aim a' •.■"ie 1 5 o\er a 
ppnsas.ar nun-bti >>f ihtrnc-' (e & . iOOs ,*~>d detonrm.n, 1 v>hetbt-r :nt jjMct bu-.e size i;t.\lt' to 
mci eased oi decreased hu.vee on the calculated \ anance of packet tsrrix al offset?. See col 5. bile 

ihfOin.L col. 0. kiic 3 ! . However, the 'Uter bufScr rarager vl'Smnh does r^or deterniuie a 
\> oi kr-tg lanu.- :bs a commute afcur. de'.av b> me^ianng ;.nd an'U>zmg de'ays t.xpcnenet.d 
ann; 1 a Sine * trevw ^eletled ba^eu ois u vzwc nei.es.s:-.ry to eaptuu; u eornple^e f\ele o*" 
H\u ti;atu>i b in f u* rerL-ivirg o-uTct ^lathei ihe Utei ouUe' iranager of Santi detc, 5 rn:ie.- 
v\htiher to eliaiigt- "lit, size of a jitter buffer by ea[eu.aim« 'lie \ .rianee .n ^Lckc an? va: offe.-:^ 
o\n aparhaabr nuiobei oS hutnc* eot'treiied '->y a sanable ^'tloiigh Sni >\- d^cibei 
caicUsinjj: a :ro\ iri. a\ erage over a part;cuk j ; number er fiarnes thai is s'enabls 5e." to 
■*H-;e;s describing tl.at as; ase-u-c *oken (A e: a particulei nunher of fiantes sei oi i »K> tranu t" 
i.oei- no: oe^eiibc ot suggest that the set number of fsanes or HK; franies uerRoponds to a tnrc 
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window defined based on a time necessary to capture a complete cycle of fluctuations in a 
receiving buffer. In fact, the number of frames set by the variable in Smith has no relationship to 
3 time window as claimed and Smith provides no disclosure that the number of frames ss defined 
based ors a time necessary to capture a complete cycle of fluctuations in the receiving buffer. 
Therefore, Smith fails to describe or suggest selecting a time window defined based on a time 
necessary to capture a complete cycle of fluctuations in a receiving buffer and dstermi ning a 
working range for a communication delay by measuring and analyzing delays experienced 
during the selected time window, as recited in amended independent claim 1 . 

Hodson fails to remedy the deficiencies of Smith discussed above. Specifically, Hodson 
was merely cited for describing modifying samples by performing heuristic resampling of a 
'sLVixvk l>j,x k 5 ";a^, -mcmh \> *en d\ the ^ v- Sm > r to des v's - ,\~ sagged 
selecting, a time window defined based on a time necessary to capture a complete cycle of 
fluctuations in a receiving bailer and determining a working range for a communication delay by 
measuring and analyzing delays experienced during the selected time window, as recited in 
amended independent claim 1. 

Because neither Smith nor Hodson describes or suggests selecting a time window defmed 
based on a time necessary to capture a complete cycle of fluctuations in a receiving buffer and 
determining a working range for a communication delay by measuring and analyzing delays 
experienced during the selected time window, their combination also fails to describe or suggest 
at least this. feature. 

For at least these reasons, Applicants request reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejection of independent claim 1 , along with claims 2. 5, $-10, 31, 34, and 37 that depend 

therefrom.. 

Independent claim 1 1 recites a computer program, residing on a computer-readable 
medium, for dynamically managing iatencs in a real-time electronic communication in a manner 
corresponding to that of independent claim !, and independent claim 21 recites a system that 
does the same. Accordingly, for the reasons noted above with respect to independent claim 1, 
Applicants request reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of independent claims 1 1 and 
2 1 . along with claims 12, 15, 18-20, 22, 25, 28-30, 32. 33, 35. 36, 38, and 39 that depend 
therefrom. 
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r^Lpende^. t Inn 40 tcu>^ n* ' t a , -.cL\ur„. o us ic w i'uov, eCxh ed ba^u or a t ire 

vwAv... il. igo 1m ... .o.ruuv vdtor fe ^ .re-->a\>r.; ai.u a*\u\ cV j x c ..xpu er\ % 
Ctn tl e idee; d tnist * \lo<\ Kceostr j_i \ *o" ;he >^->os s ofcd aw^e \< L iesp.^ to 
reVpevW eio r, \ppl <" i.s scpesv rocr'^-JOT'Jo » v.d>diav. J of ,.n_ oi^tsu > o' 
independent claim 40. 

ft is believed that all of the pending issues have been addressed. However, the absence of 
a reply to a specific rejection, issue or comment does not signify agreement with or concession 
of thai rejection, issue or comment. In addition, because the arguments made above may not be 
exhaustive, there may be reasons for patentability of any or all pending claims (or oiht-r claims) 
that have not been expressed. Finally, nothing in this reply should be construed as an intent to 
concede any issue with regard to any claim, except as specifically stated tn this reply, and the 
amendment of any claim does not necessarily signify concession of unpatentability of the claim 
prior to its amendment 

Applicants submit that ail claims arc in condition for allowance. The ice in the amount 
of $790.00 in payment of the RCE fee is being paid concurrently herewith on the Electronic 
Filing System (EPS) by way of Deposit Account authorization. Please apply any overcharges 
or credits to Deposit Account No. 06- 1050. 
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D,, ?/rVV 

Fi?'r <k R.thartison P C 

I 425 K sueet. V.W 

I I sh r be-r 

W ashm^ion. PC 2«H>:-5-350« 
T eiephoiu <2 \ 7o * ■ M'"* > 
Facs:m-k\ {/OD 7S^-?331 



